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nonmainstream U.S. cultures (Latino, Asian, Middle Eastern). The volume concludes with a dialogue on the richness of qualitative scholarship for uncovering greater meaning in psychotherapy. In all of these dialogues, one can see the authors struggle with understanding the interplay between culture and pathology in ways that will speak to clinicians.
Although the initial essays are relatively brief, all are extremely informative and stimulating. For example, I frequently found myself checking the reference section to jot down additional material that I wanted to read on the basis of the initial essay. Even though I had my personal favorites (e.g., the essays on African American client issues and the dialogue on therapy with Asian Americans), these preferences have much more to do with my personal life (e.g., having been raised a White male in the deep South and having a daughter from China) than any lack of quality associated with the other topics. Because the presentations are brief, there obviously are issues left untouched by the author. Interestingly, the issues that I thought the author missed or minimized almost invariably are raised by one of the two responses to the original essay. Thus, each of these original dialogues is simultaneously provocative and informative, and each left me wanting more. I cannot think of a higher compliment.
I would like to raise two criticisms for the authors, though. First, because each initial essay lies somewhere along a continuum from a qualitative study to a clinical discussion, the brevity of these essays can leave the reader confused. Although I personally value clinical illustrations of material, I believe vignettes need greater context and specificity than the authors can provide in this volume. (See Bugental, 1987 , for an illustration.)
Similarly, qualitative research, particularly if it is to use thick description (Geertz, 1983) , needs greater depth of presentation. In other words, in a pluralistic world where each person can hold multiple and differing interpretations of reality, I wished the authors could have had the space to provide more information to help me understand why that person chose a particular construction. Instead, I was left with trusting the authors' conclusions when it seemed that there could be equally viable alternative possibilities. Fischer (2006) offers an excellent example of more in-depth presentation.
Most of the authors tend to use a social constructionist approach to the issues they discuss. They effectively show how what we term "reality" is a socially agreed on set of constructions. However, they also tend to write as if culture were real and inexorable rather than another set of constructions. In other words, they tend to fall into the trap of simultaneously implying that culture is not real and that it exerts a pervasive reality.
Interestingly, there is extensive writing in the constructivist literature on theoretical and philosophical ways to avoid this trap (e.g., Kalekin-Fishman & Walker, 1996) .
The final dialogue discusses issues such as pluralistic and relational conceptualizations of self and provides a brief overview of the concept of thick description. The authors cite a literature that differs from the postmodern, constructivist literature typically used as a foundation for this discussion (e.g., Gergen, 1991) . It is interesting to see modern psychodynamic writings moving in the same direction as these postmodern scholars. Perhaps there is room for cross-theoretical elaboration on the problems and prospects of the death of the unitary self.
The minor criticisms I had notwithstanding, Dialogues on Difference is one of the most informative volumes I have read in recent years. Therapists seeing clients of diverse backgrounds will appreciate the clinical material and issues discussed. In addition, qualitative scholars could use the book as a foundation for important studies into the process of encountering others from backgrounds outside of the mainstream. If so, it could be a valuable reference for years to come.
